11/28/69 


Dear Harold, 

I ju t got a reply from M-»rk Fckhoff on the picturs of the 
399 base you wanted me to order. He says it will be jj>1.25 for 
each 5^7 I order. That's highway robbery! I think the 8 X 10 • s 
cost just as much. If I remember correctly, you told me that 
the 5 X 7 f s were cheaper. 

Here is what I'd like to do if it's O.K. with you. I have a 
very good negative of the 399 base from my picture. I can make up 
as many prints as you want from that. I'm enclosing one print 
which is the only one I have and is somewhat out of focus because 
of the processor. How I develop my own stuff and can get the focus 
sharp like it should be. I can also control the amount of contrast 
in the picture. If you want to get your 5^7 this way, I'd be 
more than happy to do it at no cost. If you still want it frora the 
Archives, I'll write and order. Am waiting to hear from you before 
I do anything. 

I am now writing the draft of my chapter on the first shot. 

In it I outline the case for perjury and its subornation against 
Shaneyfelt and Specter. I suppose the NO testimony of Shaneyfelt 
will help but the WC record is already enough. The full inpact 
of his perjury just recently hit me but I suppose I should not 
be shocked. About all of them are perjurors in one way or the 
other and if they're not quite that, then their other insidious 
deeds render them tantamount to criminals in my opinion. 

My analysis of the Frazier NO testimony continues still. I 
think I already sent you a note about the tie nick. There is 
more. Whether it is actual perjury or merely contradiction , 

^1 cannot say. On page 31? be testified that he compared marks from 
the firing pin and the bolt face on the three cartridge cases. 

/ In his He t est. 7 at 3H423 > he inplies that he did not look for 
__jbhg(^bolt face} marks. Then, at ll 6 to 117 > be says (or seems tobe 
sayirig) thar from his examination of the films, Connally was seated 
more to the left than directly in front of the Pres. This does 
contradict his WC testimony on 5H171-172 where he is extremely 
cautious to avoid saying this. He says that the films, being only 
two dimentional, did not reveal to him anything about the 
relative positions other than that JG was in front of JFK. 

Is there any reference where one of the Hospital people who 
handled 399 wiped it clean? This keeps coming into my mind and 
I can't seem to find any such thing. 

One of the important things to come out of tihe Frazier NO 
test, is the admission that he had to move his eye away from the 
telescopic sight to work the bolt. Add this to reaiming and see 
if the time between shots becomes any longer. The whole thi^fg is 
getting so ridiculous that I don't see how even the master 
rifleman were able to do it for the HO. 

Write soon. (Belated Happy Thanksgiving) . 


Still, 


